


































 
Flying Cloud Airport 
Long Term Comprehensive Plan Update 
Written Comments Received During the Comment Period 
 
 
The following party submitted written comments, a copy of which is attached.  MAC responses to 
substantive comments follow below.   These responses have been forwarded to the City. 
 
Letter from Scott Neal, City of Eden Prairie 
 
1.   Explain what considerations may require environmental review.  If environmental review is 

necessary, it must be completed prior to the approval of the LTCP. 
 
Response:  According to State Environmental Quality Board (EQB) rules, no environmental 
review would be necessary for the Runway 18-36 preferred alternative.  If MAC wishes to 
utilize federal funds for the project, which is likely, MAC will coordinate any necessary 
environmental review with the FAA.  The project is expected to meet the criteria of a 
Categorical Exclusion (i.e. no environmental study needed), which would be prepared by MAC 
and submitted to the FAA for review and approval.  If there is a potential for some 
environmental impact, the FAA will require MAC to complete a Federal Environmental 
Assessment.  At this time, no potential impacts have been identified.  The proposed extension 
is planned to be constructed on a previously graded portion of the existing runway safety area.  
The LTCP update already documents that there is no increase in the noise contour from 2007 
baseline to the proposed 2025 contour with the Runway 18-36 shift and extension.  Finally, 
environmental reviews of the proposed LTCP projects are completed after submission to and 
acceptance by the Metropolitan Council and within a defined time period prior to the proposed 
construction of the project. 
 

2.   Include the necessary evaluation to determine if any significant trees, houses or other 
structures will be impacted. 
 
Response:  The approved Airport Layout Plan (ALP) indentifies that the cupola on the former 
Sjostrand barn to be a penetration to the FAA Part 77 approach surface for Runway 18.  There 
are also trees north of Pioneer Trail that are penetrations to the transitional Part 77 surface.  
These same trees are also penetrations to the Runway 36 departure surface, as is the cupola.   
 
MAC is beginning the process of updating the ALP to record the as-built condition of the 
extended east-west runways and to include the LTCP Runway 18-36 preferred alternative for 
shifting and extending the runway.  The ALP update will include a complete survey of 
obstructions to verify any existing and proposed penetrations for Runway 18 as well as to 
indicate the ultimate mitigation of any penetrations.  The receipt of any federal grants will also 
require the completion and approval of the ALP update. 

 
3.   Eliminate any reference to an expansion of the south building area for a future FBO. 

 
Response:  The LTCP Update includes no recommendation for additional hangar space or 
FBO facilities.  The Update merely suggests that should future LTCP updates identify a need 
for additional hangar space, an expanded portion of the south hangar area could be looked at 
as an option for accommodating them.  This suggested “beyond-20-year expansion area” falls 
outside the perimeter of the hangar area defined in the Final Agreement, studied in the FEIS 



and outside the boundary of what has been constructed south of the runways.  MAC does not 
believe that this is a violation of the Final Agreement. 

4.   Incorporate upgraded building materials and aesthetics for construction of the south building 
area hangars as viewed from the residential areas, including significant tree planting to 
reestablish the natural treed buffer, as had previously existed. 
 
Response:  Any specific building material requirements for new hangar construction are 
considered a part of the MAC leasing and MAC construction approval process.  The LTCP 
update process is a 20-year general planning document and does not address such specific 
details. 
 
The grading and landscaping plan for the south hangar area is complete and in accordance 
with the MAC and City of Eden Prairie Agreement.  Please recall that City staff reviewed and 
granted a grading permit for this project based on the plans submitted that included the 
landscaping plans.  MAC has already corresponded with the City regarding additional 
landscaping concerns, and will continue to do so as a project specific issue. 
 

5.   Evaluate the air traffic control tower [ATCT] relocation to insure safety is not compromised. 
 
Response:  MAC will coordinate hangar construction in the south hangar area so that airport 
safety is not compromised.  As is noted in the LTCP update, not all hangar locations can be 
developed with the ATCT in its existing location.  MAC has done a comprehensive line-of-sight 
analysis of the building area which will be used to protect the ATC line of sight of the existing 
tower as hangars are built in the area. 
 

6a. and 6c.  Evaluate the impact of non-aeronautical land development on City infrastructure; MAC 
has identified various sites within MAC owned property for non-aeronautical land development 
opportunities. 
 
Response:  The LTCP update does not identify any specific locations for non-aeronautical land 
uses.  Any discussions regarding non-aeronautical development are occurring outside the 
LTCP update process. 
 

6b. The proposal will require public hearings to amend the City’s comprehensive guide plan and 
zoning, meet compatibility with surrounding land uses; involve significant sized buildings; 
potential roadway and utility improvements; and significant alteration, all of which may require 
environmental review. 
 
Response:  In 1992, the Office of the Minnesota Attorney General provided a response to the 
City Attorney’s question about the City’s authority to enforce its zoning and subdivision 
regulations on land acquired by MAC for airport uses.  The opinion concluded that MAC would 
be exempt from local zoning and subdivision ordinances.  MAC intends to work with City staff 
to propose land uses that make sense and have the best opportunity to succeed.   
 
No specific parcel sizes or land uses have been determined by MAC.  Therefore, it cannot be 
assumed the building size will be significant, or that significant alteration or roadway/utility 
improvements would be needed.  Any necessary environmental review will be completed in 
accordance with state and federal guidelines. 

 
7.   Address the runway length analysis which suggests the existing 5,000 foot primary runway 

may not meet FAA requirements. 
 



Response:  As discussed in the LTCP update, the FEIS documentation, and the previous LTCP 
document, the FAA recommended runway length for the Flying Cloud Airport primary runway 
design aircraft is greater than 5,000 feet.  The City is aware that State law limits runway length 
at MAC owned minor airports to 5,000 feet.  Therefore, MAC constructed, with FAA approval, a 
runway that is 5,000 feet in length.   Due to the State law, MAC limited both the previous LTCP 
and the FEIS evaluation of impacts to a 5,000 runway.  This is the same reason why this LTCP 
update does not include a recommendation for a runway extension.  
 

8.   Include the Met Council approved Eden Prairie Comprehensive Plan for land uses for the 
Airport, Airport definition, and graphics. 
 
Response:  The figures in Chapter 6 of the FCM LTCP update show the MAC-owned parcels 
as “Airport”, except for Figure 6-3, which incorrectly omitted some parcels that are MAC-owned.  
MAC will correct this graphic for the final version of the LTCP.  The Airport designation used by 
the City indicates that portions of Airport property will not be used for certain purposes “absent 
a change in the [City’s] Comprehensive Guide Plan and zoning”.  MAC does not agree with the 
City’s position on this matter, and MAC does not intend to modify language in the FCM LTCP 
Update.  Please see our response to Comment 6b. 
 

9.   Include the recommendations for land use and safety from the Joint Airport Zoning Board 
[JAZB]; no final action on the LTCP should be made until the ordinance has been approved by 
Mn/DOT Office of Aeronautics. 

 
Response:  The LTCP alternatives for Runway 18-36 affect the size and boundary of the State 
safety zones.  The LTCP must be completed so these areas can be defined for JAZB review 
and approval of appropriate land uses.  MAC’s position is that the LTCP approval should 
precede the JAZB efforts. 
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